
 IND-263 Individuals 

IND182 – Mark Michaels 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND182-1 See the responses to comments FA4-1 and SA1-12. 

 

 

IND182-2 See the responses to comments SA4-14, LA5-15, and FL8-2.   

 

  



 IND-264 Individuals 

IND182 – Mark Michaels (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-265 Individuals 

IND182 – Mark Michaels (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND182-3 See the responses to comments FA3-5 and SA4-15. 

 

 

 

IND182-4 See the response to comment FA3-5. 

 

IND182-5 See the response to comment FA3-5. 

IND182-6 Sylvan Glen Park Reserve and Granite Knolls Park West (parks) are 
discussed in section 4.8.5.1 of the EIS.  As described in that section, 

Algonquin was granted a 50-foot-wide permeant easement by the Loyola 
Seminary in 1952, prior to the acquisition of the property by the town of 

Yorktown in 1981, when the property was turned into parkland.  

Algonquin’s easement was not negated by the acquisition of the property by 
the town.  Algonquin would install the new pipeline and launcher/receiver 

facility within the existing permanent easement and no new permanent right-

of-way would be acquired.  However, construction would require the 
clearing of a strip of mostly upland forest between 30 to 40 feet wide on the 

north side of the existing right-of-way.  Some additional tree clearing would 

be required for a roughly 350 feet by 85 feet extra workspace on the west 
side of Stony Street and for nine ATWSs, roughly 100 feet by 35 feet, 

throughout the parks.  The installation of the launcher/receiver facility on 

the west side of Stony Street would also introduce a new, low profile visual 
impact in a viewshed otherwise unaffected by aboveground ground 

structures.  The launcher/receiver facility may be visible to passing motorist 

and pedestrians on or adjacent to Stony Street but would not have a 
significant impact on the overall visual character of the parks. 

  



 IND-266 Individuals 

IND182 – Mark Michaels (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND182-7 See the response to comment FA4-1. 

 

  



 IND-267 Individuals 

IND183 – Jennifer Klein 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND183-1 Comment noted.  Sections 4.3.2 and 4.4.3 of the EIS discuss potential 

impacts on and mitigation measures for surface waters and wetlands.   

IND183-2 See the responses to comments FA4-23 and CO7-3. 

IND183-3 Comment noted.  The FERC is responsible for reviewing applications from 

natural gas transmission companies seeking authorization to construct and 

operate interstate natural gas facilities. The FERC does not regulate the 
siting of "green energy" projects such as wind or solar energy collection 

farms, nor the development or regulation of energy conservation programs.    

 

  



 IND-268 Individuals 

IND184 – Dmitriy Komin 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND184-1 See the responses to comments FA4-25 and SA14-11. 

 

  



 IND-269 Individuals 

IND185 – Anne Fleche 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND185-1 See the response to comment FA6-5. 

 

IND185-2 See the responses to comments FA6-1, FA6-5, and LA14-2. 

 

IND185-3 See the response to comment FA6-5. 

 

  



 IND-270 Individuals 

IND186 – Lauren Attinelly 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND186-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

IND186-2 Comment noted.  Economic impacts associated with the Project, including 

property values are discussed in section 4.9.8 of the EIS.  See also the response 
to comment LA23-21.  

 

 

 

 

IND186-3 See the responses to comments FA4-25 and SA1-9. 

 

 

IND186-4 Comment noted.  Transportation and traffic-related impacts associated with the 

construction of the New York pipeline segments, including traffic management 
strategies, are described in section 4.9.5.1 and appendix G of the EIS. 

IND186-5 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-271 Individuals 

IND187 – Eleanor Dennis 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND187-1 See the responses to comments SA4-1, SA4-9, LA1-4, LA1-9, CO14-25, and 

CO14-54. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND187-2 See the response to comment SA4-3. 

 

 

 

IND187-3 See the response to comment SA4-10. 

 

 

IND187-4 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-272 Individuals 

IND188 – Karen Palmer 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND188-1 Comment noted.  See also the response to comment SA4-9. 

 

 

IND188-2 See the response to comment FL2-2. 

 

 

IND188-3 See the responses to comments SA4-9 and IND169-4.  We also note that 

prolonged exposure to the odorant should not occur as any detection is 
intended to result in notification of the gas company for investigation and 

repair. 

 

  



 IND-273 Individuals 

IND189 – Edmund Haffmans 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND189-1 See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA7-5, and CO7-6. 

 

IND189-2 See the responses to comments FA4-24 and SA4-4. 

 

IND189-3 See the responses to comments CO15-4 and IND102-3. 

 

IND189-4 See the response to comment CO7-5. 

 

  



 IND-274 Individuals 

IND190 – William Magaliff 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND190-1 See the response to comment FA4-1. 

 

 

 

IND190-2 See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, and SA7-4. 

 

 

 

IND190-3 See the responses to comments SA4-4, SA4-9, and CO14-25. 

 

 

IND190-4 See the responses to comments FA4-24, SA4-4, SA4-10, and FL2-2.   

 

 

 

IND190-5 See the responses to comments FA4-24 and CO15-4. 

 

  



 IND-275 Individuals 

IND190 – William Magaliff (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND190-6 See the responses to comments FA4-1 and FA4-25.  Also, certain agencies 

require that the results of threatened and endangered species surveys be 

marked confidential so as to not disclose the location of sensitive species. 

 

 

IND190-7 See the responses to comments FA3-5 and FA4-24. 

 

 

IND190-8 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

IND190-9 See the response to comment FA4-1.   

 

 

  



 IND-276 Individuals 

IND191 – Jennifer Siskind 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND191-1 See the response to comment FA4-1. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND191-2 See the responses to comments FA3-5 and FA4-24. 

 

 

 

 

IND191-3 See the responses to comments SA4-9 and SA4-10. 

 

 

 

 

 

IND191-4 See the response to comment FA4-25. 

 

  



 IND-277 Individuals 

IND191 – Jennifer Siskind (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND191-5 See the responses to comments FA4-1, FA6-5, and SA1-12. 

 

  



 IND-278 Individuals 

IND192 – Marty Walsh 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND192-1 See the responses to comments CO14-25 and LA1-10.   

 

  



 IND-279 Individuals 

IND193 – Susan Van Dolsen 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND193-1 See the response to comment FA4-1. 

 

  



 IND-280 Individuals 

IND193 – Susan Van Dolsen (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND193-2 See the responses to comments FA4-1, FA6-5, SA1-12, and IND173-8. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND193-3 The EIS accurately reflects the facilities and construction methods for the 
proposed Project. 

 

 

  



 IND-281 Individuals 

IND193 – Susan Van Dolsen (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND193-4 Section 4.12.1 of the EIS discusses federal safety standards for natural gas 

pipelines and how these standards are applied in HCAs.  Section 4.12.3 of 

the EIS discusses safety-related concerns and other specific measures that 
Algonquin has proposed or that we are recommending to further address 

public safety concerns.  The revised residential plans are included in 

appendix H of the EIS.  See also the response to comment FA4-1. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND193-5 See the responses to comments FA3-5, FA4-24, FA4-25, LA23-16, and FL4-

10.   

 

 

  



 IND-282 Individuals 

IND193 – Susan Van Dolsen (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND193-6 See the response to comment CO15-4. 

 

  



 IND-283 Individuals 

IND193 – Susan Van Dolsen (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND193-7 See the response to comment FA4-25. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND193-8 See the response to comment SA11-6.  Similar geologic conditions exist at 
the proposed HDD crossing as existed at the New Jersey-New York Hudson 

River crossing.  If the HDD were to fail Algonquin, would work with 

appropriate agencies as part of their permit application to request a new 
HDD crossing location or propose a new crossing technique.  Section 4.3.2.3 

of the EIS has been revised to include a recommendation that Algonquin file 

a site-specific plan in the event of an unsuccessful HDD.  The permitting 
process would be subject to public review. 

 

  



 IND-284 Individuals 

IND193 – Susan Van Dolsen (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND193-9 See the response to comment SA1-6. 

 

  



 IND-285 Individuals 

IND193 – Susan Van Dolsen (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND193-10 See the responses to comments FA4-1 and FA6-5. 

 

 

 

 

IND193-11 See the responses to comments CO7-5, FL2-2, and FL4-11. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND193-12 See the responses to comments CO12-13 and CO14-55 for additional 

information regarding GHG impact assessments prepared for the Project.   

 

  



 IND-286 Individuals 

IND193 – Susan Van Dolsen (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-287 Individuals 

IND193 – Susan Van Dolsen (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND193-13 See the responses to comments FA4-23, FA4-24, CO12-3, CO19-8, and 

CO32-3. 

 

  



 IND-288 Individuals 

IND193 – Susan Van Dolsen (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND193-14 Regardless of the support or opposition to the 2013 New England Governor's 

Agreement, section 1.1 of the EIS identifies the purpose of the Project is to 

deliver 100 percent of the gas to the local distribution companies and 
municipalities who have signed precedent agreements for the gas.  We also 

note that each of the shipper's precedent agreement has been approved or 
considered in a hearing by the applicable shipper's state regulatory authority.  

 

  



 IND-289 Individuals 

IND193 – Susan Van Dolsen (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND193-15 Regulatory requirements for utility companies vis a vis contracting for 
transportation services are determined by the state public utilities 

commission or similar regulatory authority at the state level, not by the 

FERC.  As indicated in section 1.1 of the EIS, Algonquin has executed 

precedent agreements with 10 shippers, including 8 local distribution 

companies and two municipal utilities, for firm transportation service to 
deliver new natural gas supplies to the Northeast region.   

 

IND193-16 Your comment about alleged market manipulation of electricity associated 
with constraints on the Northeast's power grid are noted but beyond the 

scope of the EIS, which addresses the environmental impact of a natural gas 

project.   

 

  



 IND-290 Individuals 

IND193 – Susan Van Dolsen (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND193-17 We disagree.  As indicates in section 1.1 of the EIS, Algonquin has executed 
precedent agreements for firm transportation service to 10 shippers.  The 

AIM Project is a result of those requests for transportation service. 

 

 

 

 

 

IND193-18 Comment noted.  See the responses to comments CO7-5 and FL2-2. 

 

 

 

  



 IND-291 Individuals 

IND193 – Susan Van Dolsen (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-292 Individuals 

IND193 – Susan Van Dolsen (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-293 Individuals 

IND193 – Susan Van Dolsen (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND193-19 See the responses to comments FA4-1, FA6-5, and SA1-12.  

 

 

  



 IND-294 Individuals 

IND194 – David Brunetti 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND194-1  See the response to comment FA4-24. 

 

 

 

  



 IND-295 Individuals 

IND194 – David Brunetti (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND194-2 See the response to comment CO15-4. 

 

  



 IND-296 Individuals 

IND194 – David Brunetti (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND194-3 See the response to comment FA4-23 for additional information regarding 

Algonquin's methane emission minimization efforts. See the response to 
comment CO7-3 for additional information regarding methane global 

warming potential.  See the responses to comments CO12-13 and CO14-55 

for additional information regarding GHG impact assessments prepared for 
the Project.   

 

  



 IND-297 Individuals 

IND194 – David Brunetti (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND194-4 See the response to comment CO14-25.  Further, section 4.12.1 of the EIS 

identifies that some states may also act as PHMSA’s agent to inspect 
interstate facilities within its boundaries; however, PHMSA is responsible 

for enforcement actions.  For the AIM Project, New York and Connecticut 

are interstate agents that have been delegated authority to inspect interstate 
natural gas pipeline facilities. 

 

  



 IND-298 Individuals 

IND194 – David Brunetti (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND194-5 We disagree with the commentor's characterization of compressor station 
emissions.  FERC staff performed a thorough evaluation of each compressor 

station and section 4.11.1.3 of the EIS presents the existing emissions at each 

compressor station, the proposed increases and decreases in emissions, and 
the resulting final compressor station emissions.  Section 4.11.1 of the EIS 

also clearly states that the modifications at the Oxford Compressor Station in 

Connecticut would involve the restaging of one existing compressor unit.  
This work would not result in impacts on air quality or noise.  See also the 

responses to comments SA4-9 and SA4-10. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND194-6 See the response to comment CO13-9. 

 

  



 IND-299 Individuals 

IND194 – David Brunetti (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND194-7 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-300 Individuals 

IND195 – Paul Jamiol 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND195-1 See the responses to comments FA6-1 and LA14-2 regarding studies 

analyzing blasting impacts and the existence of a natural gas distribution 
pipeline already present in the road. 

 

 

 

IND195-2 The appropriate fill would be used for the entire Project, including for those 

portions proposed within roadways. 

 

  



 IND-301 Individuals 

IND195 – Paul Jamiol (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-302 Individuals 

IND195 – Paul Jamiol (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-303 Individuals 

IND195 – Paul Jamiol (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-304 Individuals 

IND195 – Paul Jamiol (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-305 Individuals 

IND195 – Paul Jamiol (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-306 Individuals 

IND195 – Paul Jamiol (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-307 Individuals 

IND196 – Joan Walker 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND196-1 See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, SA7-4 and CO7-6. 

 

 

 

 

IND196-2 See the responses to comments FA4-24 and SA4-4. 

 

 

IND196-3 See the response to comment CO15-4. 

 

  



 IND-308 Individuals 

IND197 – Bernard Vaughey 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND197-1 To increase competition and choice, customers can and sometimes do select 
alternatives that would require more infrastructure to be built by a new 

pipeline transmission company rather than rely on a smaller build out by the 

existing pipeline transmission company.  The customers for the AIM Project 
chose Algonquin to provide the requested volumes.  This does not mean that 

the natural gas would necessarily flow exclusively on Algonquin's system 

from the supply areas.  In addition, our analysis indicates that none of the 

existing systems (Algonquin's or otherwise) are adequate either singly or in 

combination to provide the requested volume, hence new facilities would be 

required.  Our review of the other companies that could provide comparable 
service either singly or in combination (i.e., partnership) indicates that these 

alternatives would result in greater environmental impacts than the AIM 

Project, and thus would not be environmentally preferable.  

 

  



 IND-309 Individuals 

IND197 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND197-2 See the responses to comments FA3-5, FA4-24, and LA23-16.   

 

 

 

IND197-3 See the response to comment IND197-1. 

 

  



 IND-310 Individuals 

IND197 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND197-4 See the responses to comments FA4-1, SA1-12, and SA2-10. 

 

  



 IND-311 Individuals 

IND197 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-312 Individuals 

IND198 – Bernard Vaughey 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND198-1 See the response to comment SA7-4.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND198-2 See the responses to comments FA4-25 and SA7-4.  The referenced 

interference study would be needed before any authorization to proceed with 
construction. 

 

  



 IND-313 Individuals 

IND198 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND198-3 See the response to comment SA7-4. 

 

 

 

IND198-4 See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, and SA7-4.  The studies 

needed to determine the environmental impact of the project have been 

provided and are analyzed in the final EIS.  The referenced interference 
study would be needed before any authorization to proceed with 

construction. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND198-5 See the responses to comments FA4-1, SA1-12, and SA2-10. 

 

  



 IND-314 Individuals 

IND198 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-315 Individuals 

IND198 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-316 Individuals 

IND198 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-317 Individuals 

IND198 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-318 Individuals 

IND198 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-319 Individuals 

IND198 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-320 Individuals 

IND198 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-321 Individuals 

IND198 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-322 Individuals 

IND199 – Margery Schab 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND199-1 See the responses to comments FA4-1, FA4-24, and CO15-4. 

 

 

IND199-2 See the response to comment FA4-24. 

 

 

 

 

 

IND199-3 See the response to comment FA4-24. 

 

 

 

 

IND199-4 See the responses to comments FA4-24 and SA4-4. 

 

  



 IND-323 Individuals 

IND199 – Margery Schab (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND199-5 See the response to comment FA4-23 for additional information regarding 
Algonquin's methane emission minimization efforts. See the responses to 

comments CO12-13 and CO14-55 for additional information regarding GHG 

impact assessments prepared for the Project.   

 

 

 

IND199-6 The commission does not regulate the production of natural gas or the siting 
of these facilities.  See also the response to comment CO9-18. 

 

  



 IND-324 Individuals 

IND199 – Margery Schab (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND199-7 See the responses to comments FA4-1 and FA4-23. 

 

  



 IND-325 Individuals 

IND199 – Margery Schab (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-326 Individuals 

IND200 – Bernard Vaughey 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND200-1 See the response to comment SA4-14. 

 

  



 IND-327 Individuals 

IND200 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND200-2 Algonquin has indicated that the permanent right-of-way would remain 6 feet 
wide within the Blue Mountain Reservation.  The existing 26-inch-diameter 

pipeline would be removed and replaced with the new 42-inch-diameter pipeline 

in the same trench.  The permanent right-of-way would not change or move as a 
result of the Project.  See section 4.8.5.1 of the EIS for a description of the 

Project-related activities on the Blue Mountain Reservation.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND200-3 The temporary right-of-way through Blue Mountain Reservation would include 
restoration and revegetation to preconstruction cover types in order to avoid long-

term significant habitat changes.  The "rent" to be paid for this use is subject to 

the negotiation between Algonquin and the owner of the land.   



 IND-328 Individuals 

IND200 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-329 Individuals 

IND200 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-330 Individuals 

IND200 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-331 Individuals 

IND200 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-332 Individuals 

IND200 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-333 Individuals 

IND200 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-334 Individuals 

IND201 – Bernard Vaughey 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND201-1 See the response to comment LA23-27.  Utilizing the HDD method avoids 

disturbance to river-bottom sediments, as all subsurface materials removed 
along the drill path during the drilling process is removed from the borehole 

and contained within temporary lined mud pits.  Contamination is not 

expected to be encountered during HDD activities; however, due to the 

historic presence of PCBs in the area, we are recommending that all 

subsurface materials recovered from the Hudson River HDD process be 

appropriately sampled for PCBs prior to disposal of the material (see section 
4.2.2.6 of the EIS, which has been revised). 

 

  



 IND-335 Individuals 

IND201 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-336 Individuals 

IND201 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-337 Individuals 

IND201 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND201-2 See the responses to comments FA4-1, FA6-5, SA1-12, and SA2-10. 

 

  



 IND-338 Individuals 

IND201 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-339 Individuals 

IND202 – Bernard Vaughey 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND202-1 Transportation and traffic-related impacts associated with the construction of 

the New York pipeline segments, including traffic management strategies, 
are described in section 4.9.5.1 and appendix G of the EIS.  Algonquin 

continues to refine the site-specific traffic management plans provided in 

appendix G of the EIS pursuant to input from the affected municipalities.  
See also the response to comment FA4-1. 

IND202-2 See the responses to comments FA4-1, SA1-12, and SA2-10. 

IND202-3 See the responses to comments SA2-10 and FL7-4. 

IND202-4 Road crossings (i.e., construction perpendicular to the road) are a common 

occurrence in natural gas pipeline siting.  Section 2.3.1.2 of the EIS describes 

the construction methodology for road crossings.  The Route 9A crossing in 
Buchanan is one of the crossings listed in the Traffic Management Plan for 

the New York Pipeline Segments as needing further site-specific details.  

Therefore, we have recommended that Algonquin file a revised traffic 
management plan prior to construction that includes the site-specific details 

for this crossing. The EIS also includes recommendation number 1 (section 

5.2) to the Commission requiring Algonquin to follow the commitments 
made in its application and supplements. With the exception of portions of 

the Project along the West Roxbury Lateral where nighttime construction is 

proposed to minimize traffic-related impacts, most construction would occur 
during daytime hours.  Section 1.3 of the EIS identifies all of the federal, 

state, and local permits or consultations for the Project.  Section 4.11.3 of the 

EIS identifies the noise regulations and compliance with these regulations.  
While we encourage the applicant to obtain and comply with state and local 

permits/regulations, if the project is approved by the Commission, these 

permits/regulations cannot unreasonably delay construction of the Project.   
As discussed in section 4.8.3.1 of the EIS, access to homes and businesses 

would be maintained at all times during construction. Traffic control signage 

would be installed in accordance with the Traffic Management Plan for the 
New York Pipeline Segments and applicable state and local requirements.  

See also the responses to comments FA4-1, SA1-12, SA2-10, and IND202-1.  

  



 IND-340 Individuals 

IND202 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-341 Individuals 

IND202 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-342 Individuals 

IND202 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-343 Individuals 

IND202 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-344 Individuals 

IND202 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-345 Individuals 

IND202 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-346 Individuals 

IND202 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-347 Individuals 

IND202 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-348 Individuals 

IND202 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-349 Individuals 

IND202 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-350 Individuals 

IND202 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-351 Individuals 

IND202 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-352 Individuals 

IND202 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-353 Individuals 

IND203 – Rebecca Shamson 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND203-1 See the responses to comments CO15-4 and IND102-3. 

IND203-2 See the response to comment FL4-11. 

IND203-3 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-354 Individuals 

IND204 – Paul Blanch 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND204-1 We assume that the commentor has incorrectly referenced the Minimum 

Filing Requirements for Environmental Reports Under the Natural Gas Act 
in 18 CFR Part 380.  The referenced 18 CFR 380.12(m) refers to the 

minimum filing requirements for reliability and safety applicable to liquefied 

natural gas facilities, and does not apply to this Project.  However, the EIS 

includes a detailed discussion of reliability and safety in section 4.12.  The 

design of the pipeline must meet the DOT safety standards in 49 CFR Part 

192.  DOT is the agency responsible for enforcing compliance with its 
regulations.  See also the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-5, SA7-4, 

SA14-11, and LA2-6. 

 

  



 IND-355 Individuals 

IND204 – Paul Blanch (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-356 Individuals 

IND204 – Paul Blanch (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-357 Individuals 

IND204 – Paul Blanch (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-358 Individuals 

IND204 – Paul Blanch (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-359 Individuals 

IND204 – Paul Blanch (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-360 Individuals 

IND204 – Paul Blanch (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-361 Individuals 

IND204 – Paul Blanch (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-362 Individuals 

IND204 – Paul Blanch (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-363 Individuals 

IND205 – Tatyana Komin 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND205-1 See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-5, SA7-4, SA14-11, and 

IND204-1. 

 

  



 IND-364 Individuals 

IND205 – Tatyana Komin (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-365 Individuals 

IND206 – Martha Klein 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND206-1 See the response to comment FA4-23 for additional information regarding 

Algonquin's methane emission minimization efforts. See the response to 

comment CO7-3 for additional information regarding methane global 
warming potential.  See the responses to comments CO12-13 and CO14-55 

for additional information regarding GHG impact assessments prepared for 

the Project.   

 

  



 IND-366 Individuals 

IND207 – Joan Keiser 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND207-1 See the response to comment FA4-25. 

 

 

 

 

 

IND207-2 See the response to comment CO15-4. 

 

IND207-3 See the response to comment FA4-25. 

 

IND207-4 Section 4.3.2.1 of the EIS discusses the Project's potential to impact the 

watersheds that supply water to the New York City metropolitan area. 

 

  



 IND-367 Individuals 

IND208 – Howard Sorett 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND208-1 There are many gas transmission pipeline crossings of roads within the street 

in the U.S.  Further, PHMSA's regulations include safety measures for the 
design of pipelines under roads (see section 4.12.1 of the EIS and depth of 

burial).  We also note that there is an existing natural gas distribution 

pipeline within the street closer to the quarry than the proposed pipeline.  See 

also the response to comment FA6-1 and SA4-5. 

 

  



 IND-368 Individuals 

IND209 – Roseanne Brackett 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND209-1 Section 4.12 of the EIS provides an analysis of the safety-related aspects of the 

Project. 

 

 

IND209-2 See the response to comment FA3-5.   

 

 

IND209-3 Comment noted.   

 

 

IND209-4 See the responses to comments FA3-5 and LA26-7. 

 

 

 

IND209-5 Section 3.5.1 of the EIS explains why the existing pipelines would need to 

remain in service.  See also the response to comment SA14-12. 

 

  



 IND-369 Individuals 

IND210 – Erik Lindberg 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND210-1 See the response to comment FA3-5. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND210-2 Section 4.12 of the EIS extensively addresses the reliability and safety of 

the proposed facilities.  See also the responses to comments FL8-3 and 
IND71-5. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND210-3 The FERC staff evaluated a number of route and site alternatives to the 

proposed Project facilities including any specific alternatives identified by 

stakeholders other than the applicant.  Our assessment of these alternatives 
is included in sections 3.5 and 3.6 of the EIS.  

IND210-4 As discussed in section 4.12.1 of the EIS, in compliance with DOT's safety 

regulations Algonquin performs a detailed risk analysis for its entire 
pipeline system each year, which allows it to prioritize integrity 

management activities such as integrity assessments and additional 
preventative measures, including any issues surrounding remote valving.   

IND210-5 See the response to comment FA4-25. 

  



 IND-370 Individuals 

IND210 – Erik Lindberg (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND210-6 See the response to comment FA4-1. 

 

  



 IND-371 Individuals 

IND211 – Rebecca Quigley 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND211-1 See the responses to comments FA4-25 and SA1-9.  Alternatives to the 

Hudson River crossing, and therefore the area around Buchanan-Verplanck 
school, are presented in section 3.5.1 of the EIS. 

 

  



 IND-372 Individuals 

IND212 – Amy Irene Anderson 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND212-1 See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA7-4, and CO7-3. 

 

 

 

IND212-2 See the responses to comments FA4-24 and SA4-4. 

 

 

 

IND212-3 See the responses to comments CO15-4 and IND102-3. 

 

 

IND212-4 See the response to comment CO7-5. 

 

  



 IND-373 Individuals 

IND213 – Edith Kantrowitz 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND213-1 See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, and SA7-4.   

 

 

 

IND213-2 See the response to comment SA4-4. 

 

IND213-3 See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9 regarding compressor 

station emissions and emission impact assessment.  See the response to 
comment IND1-3 for additional information regarding compressor station 

noise. 

IND213-4 See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9 regarding compressor 
station emissions and emission impact assessment on health.   

IND213-5 See the response to comment LA23-21.  

IND213-6 See the response to comment FL2-2. 

 

  



 IND-374 Individuals 

IND214 – Sara Driscoll 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND214-1 See the response to comment FA6-1. 

 

 

IND214-2 See the response to comment FA6-5. 

 

 

  



 IND-375 Individuals 

IND215 – Patricia Johnson 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND215-1 See the responses to comments FA4-1 and SA1-12. 

 

 

IND215-2 Comment noted.  As explained in section 4.7.2 of the EIS, Algonquin has 

planned the Project to minimize tree clearing, impacts on migratory birds 

and wildlife, and other sensitive resources by using their existing rights-of-
way to the maximum extent possible.  See also the responses to comments 

FA4-26, SA11-14, and CO22-12. 

 

IND215-3 Section 1.1 of the EIS states that the purpose of the Project is to increase 

capacity.  Algonquin would accomplish this in New York by replacing a 
segment of the existing 26-inch-diameter pipeline with a larger, 42-inch-

diameter pipeline. 

IND215-4 This Project has been evaluated as a new pipeline.  The existing 26-inch-
diameter pipeline does not "need" replacement for safety purposes.  

Algonquin proposes to replace a segment of this pipeline because the 

existing pipeline cannot accommodate the additional capacity.  See also the 
responses to comments FA4-25 and IND215-3. 

 

  



 IND-376 Individuals 

IND215 – Patricia Johnson (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND215-5 As discussed in section 4.7 of the EIS, Algonquin has consulted with the 

FWS and NOAA Fisheries for federally listed species under their 
jurisdiction, as well as the appropriate state agencies for state listed species 

and other sensitive resources under their respective jurisdictions. How each 

state agency implements and enforces their protected species laws and 

chooses to recommend conservation recommendations for such species is 

beyond the scope of the EIS. 

 

IND215-6 See the response to comment CO14-46. 

 

 

 

 

IND215-7 The EIS describes the impacts and proposed mitigation measures or those 

measure recommended by us throughout the resources. 

 

IND215-8 See the responses to comments FA4-1, FA6-5, and SA2-10. 

 

  



 IND-377 Individuals 

IND216 – Gary Shaw 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND216-1 See the responses to comments FA4-1 and FA4-25. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND216-2 See the responses to comments FA4-1, FA6-5, and SA1-12. 

 

 

  



 IND-378 Individuals 

IND217 – Gina Flores 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND217-1 Comment noted.  See also the response to comment FA4-24. 

 

  



 IND-379 Individuals 

IND218 – Jon Fein 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND218-1 See the responses to comments FL8-12, IND84-20, and IND84-24. 

 

 

 

 

IND218-2 Comment noted. Montrose Station Road would not be widened; however, it 
is anticipated that construction activities would require the clearing of 

raspberry plants.  Impacts would be temporary due to planned restoration and 

revegetation efforts. 

 

 

IND218-3 See the responses to comments FA4-25 and SA1-9. 

 

IND218-4 The FERC's assessment of alternatives evaluates the potential impacts and 

benefits of a number of different alternatives.  However, as described in 

section 3.0 of the EIS, not all conceivable alternatives are technically feasible 
or practical.  Some may be incapable of being implemented due to limits on 

existing technologies, constraints of system capacities, or logistical 

considerations, while others may be impractical because sites are unavailable 
or cannot be developed for the proposed use. Other alternatives may not be 

able to meet the objectives of the Project.  The Project timeline is part of the 

objectives of the Project because shippers have requested additional capacity 
by a specified date. See also the response to comment FA6-5. 

 

  



 IND-380 Individuals 

IND219 – Liz Laliberte 

 
 

 

IND220 – Marie Walsh 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND219-1 A review of the current service list for this docket indicates that the Ms. 

Laliberte has been added as a party to the proceeding.  See also the response 
to comment LA34-1. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND220-1 See the responses to comments FA4-1 and FA6-5. 

 

  



 IND-381 Individuals 

IND221 – Bernard Vaughey 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND221-1 See the responses to comments FA3-5, FA4-25, and FL4-10. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND221-2 See the responses to comments FA4-1, FA6-5, SA1-12, and SA2-10. 

 

  



 IND-382 Individuals 

IND222 – Bernard Vaughey 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND222-1 Page 10-10 of Algonquin's application pertains to potential system 

alternatives that might be used to deliver the proposed natural gas volumes 

requested by the Project's shippers in lieu of the AIM project. If the AIM 
Project is denied, the shippers would not receive the gas and their need for 

the proposed volumes would not be met.  The shippers existing need for 

natural gas would need to be met by other means.  Two potential options 
would be for the shippers to contract with either Tennessee Gas Pipeline or 

Iroquois Gas Transmission for the proposed volumes.  Our evaluation of 

these alternatives in section 3.3.1 of the EIS concluded that the expansion 
necessary for either Tennessee Gas Pipeline or Iroquois Gas Transmission to 

deliver the gas to the locations required by the Project shippers would result 

in much greater environmental impact than the AIM Project, and therefore 
we do not consider use of either the Tennessee Gas Pipeline or Iroquois Gas 

Transmission systems to be reasonable alternatives. 

 

 

 

 

 

IND222-2 See the responses to comments FA4-1, FA6-5, SA1-12, and SA2-10. 

 

  



 IND-383 Individuals 

IND222 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-384 Individuals 

IND223 – Bernard Vaughey 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND223-1 Section 4.12 of the EIS discusses federal safety standards for natural gas 

pipelines, incident rates, and the impact on the public.  See the responses to 

comments FL8-3 and IND71-5 regarding the PIR calculation and 
methodology.  We also note that section 4.12.3 of the EIS notes it is also 

important to examine the probabilistic level of risks for pipeline-related 

events.  See also the response to comment CO14-25.   

 

  



 IND-385 Individuals 

IND223 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND223-2 See the responses to comments FA4-1, FA6-5, SA1-12, and SA2-10. 

 

  



 IND-386 Individuals 

IND224 – Bernard Vaughey 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND224-1 See the responses to comments SA11-6 and IND193-8. 

 

  



 IND-387 Individuals 

IND224 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND224-2 See the responses to comments FA4-1, FA6-5, SA1-12, and SA2-10. 

 

  



 IND-388 Individuals 

IND225 – Bernard Vaughey 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND225-1 See the response to comment LA23-8.  The EIS is a summary document of 

the studies and information reviewed for the Project.  Algonquin submitted a 

revised HDD noise analysis for the Hudson River crossing, which is 
available for review on the FERC website (www.ferc.gov).  FERC staff 

reviewed this analysis and believes that it adequately characterizes the 24-

hour per day HDD activities proposed for this crossing. The EIS states that 
HDD operations would occur 24-hours per day.  Applicable federal, state, 

and local noise regulations are identified in section 4.11.2.2 of the EIS. 

 

  



 IND-389 Individuals 

IND225 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-390 Individuals 

IND225 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND225-2 See the responses to comments FA4-1, FA6-5, SA1-12, and SA2-10. 

 

  



 IND-391 Individuals 

IND226 – Jennifer Lahey 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND226-1 Comment noted. 

 

IND226-2 See the responses to comments SA4-9, LA19-3, and CO12-10. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND226-3 The commentor inappropriately includes natural gas distribution pipeline 

mileage data.  The proposed Project is a natural gas transmission project.  
Table 4.12.3-2 of the EIS presents natural gas transmission pipeline incident 

data based on required reporting to PHMSA.  Further, the EIS states that the 
majority of fatalities from pipelines are due to local distribution pipelines not 

regulated by FERC, because the pipelines are generally smaller diameter 

pipes and/or plastic pipes that are more susceptible to damage and often do 
not have large rights-of-way with pipeline markers.  See also the responses to 

comments FA4-25, SA1-9, FL8-3, and IND71-5. 

 

  



 IND-392 Individuals 

IND226 – Jennifer Lahey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND226-4 See the response to comment SA4-4.   

 

 

 

 

 

IND226-5 See the responses to comments CO12-13 and CO14-55 for additional 

information regarding GHG impact assessments prepared for the Project.   

 

IND226-6 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-393 Individuals 

IND227 – Gary Chiprout 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND227-1 See the response to comment FA4-25.  Noise impacts associated with the 
Project are discussed in section 4.11.2 of the EIS. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND227-2 Section 1.1 of the EIS discusses the purpose and need for the Project. 

 

  



 IND-394 Individuals 

IND228 – Bernard Vaughey 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND228-1 See the responses to comments FA4-1 and SA1-8. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND228-2 Applicable federal, state, and local noise regulations are identified in section 

4.11.2.2 of the EIS.  See also the responses to comments FA4-1, FA6-5, 

SA1-8, SA1-12, and SA2-10. 

 

  



 IND-395 Individuals 

IND228 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-396 Individuals 

IND229 – Cherie Ingraham 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND229-1 Comment noted. 

 

IND229-2 Section 4.12.1 of the EIS discusses federal safety standards for natural gas 
pipelines and how these standards are applied in HCAs.  Section 4.12.3 of the 

EIS discusses safety-related concerns and other specific measures that Algonquin 
has proposed or that we are recommending to further address public safety 

concerns.  Air emissions associated with the Project are discussed in section 

4.11.1 of the EIS. 

IND229-3 See the response to comment FA4-25. 

IND229-4 See the response to comment FL2-2. 

 

  



 IND-397 Individuals 

IND230 – Susan McDonnell 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND230-1 See the response to comment SA14-1. 

 

IND230-2 See the response to comment IND85-51 regarding insurance.  Section 2.3 of 

the EIS describes the construction methodology and steps and section 2.4 
identifies the overall schedule for the Project.  See also the response to 

comment IND139-5. 

 

IND230-3 Comment noted.  Economic impacts associated with the Project, including 

selected demographic and socioeconomic conditions for the communities that 
would be affected by the proposed Project are discussed in section 4.9.1 of the 

EIS.  

IND230-4 The need to replace aging pipelines is determined by Algonquin's pipeline 
integrity program, which is subject to federal regulations and discussed in 

section 4.12.1 of the EIS.  Within such programs, the condition of the pipe is 

regularly monitored.  Pipe replacements can also be driven by class location 
changes, for instance, when the number of dwellings in the immediate vicinity 

of the pipeline increases above certain thresholds after the line is put into 

service.  As a result, the exact timing of when pipe replacements may be 
necessary is difficult to predict.  See also the response to comment IND215-4. 

IND230-5 See the response to comment FA4-25. 

 

  



 IND-398 Individuals 

IND230 – Susan McDonnell (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND230-6 The comment lacks the detail necessary to determine which 1,000 kilowatt 

power line is being referenced but we assume it pertains to either the 
proposed Champlain Hudson Power Express Project, which crosses the 

Stony Point to Yorktown Take-up and Relay at MP 3.3, or the West Point 

Transmission Project, which crosses the Stony Point to Yorktown Take-up 

and Relay at MP 3.9.  These projects are identified and included in our 

evaluation of cumulative impacts in section 4.13 of the EIS. 

IND230-7 Mainline valves on the existing or new pipeline must be designed, installed, 
and operated in compliance with PHMSA rules.   

 

IND230-8 Comments noted. 

IND230-9 See the responses to comments FA4-25 and IND230-7. 

 

IND230-10 See the response to comment FA4-1. 

IND230-11 The comment lacks the detail necessary to identify the alleged inaccuracy.  
Impacts on forested land are discussed in section 4.5.4 of the EIS. 

IND230-12 See the response to comment IND230-6. 

 

 

IND230-13 Comment noted.  The FERC is responsible for reviewing applications from 
natural gas transmission companies seeking authorization to construct and 

operate interstate natural gas facilities.  The FERC does not regulate the 

siting of "green energy" projects such as wind or solar energy collection 
farms, nor the development or regulation of energy conservation programs.    

IND230-14 See the response to comment FA3-5. 

 

  



 IND-399 Individuals 

IND230 – Susan McDonnell (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND230-15 See the responses to comments FA4-1, FA6-5, and SA1-12. 

 

  



 IND-400 Individuals 

IND231 – Sosina Makonnen 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND231-1 See the responses to comments SA1-9 and SA4-5. 

 

 

 

IND231-2 See the responses to comments FA4-25 and SA1-9.  

 

 

 

 

IND231-3 Algonquin's proposed construction methods associated with the take-up and 
removal of the existing pipeline are described in section 2.3.1.2 of the EIS.  

The potential to encounter hazardous waste and Algonquin's plan to handle 

and dispose of these wastes is described in several sections of the EIS, 

including sections 4.2.1.5, 4.2.2.6, 4.3.1.7, 4.3.2.6, 4.6.1.4, and 4.8.6.1.  See 

also the responses to comments SA4-4 and CO14-25. 

IND231-4 See the responses to comments LA1-10, FL4-4, CO14-25, and IND84-15. 

 

 

 

 

IND231-5 See the responses to comments SA1-9, SA4-3, FL8-2, IND84-5, and IND84-

9. 

 

  



 IND-401 Individuals 

IND231 – Sosina Makonnen (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND231-6 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-402 Individuals 

IND232 – Bernard Vaughey 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND232-1 The EIS had been revised to include the most recently filed information on 

discharge locations, per the September 2, 2014 filing with the NYSDEC.  
Hydrostatic test water would be discharged into well vegetated, stabilized 

areas and situated and designed in a way to prevent sedimentation in water 

resources or degradation of water quality.  There are currently four 
hydrostatic test fill/dewatering locations proposed along the Stony Point to 

Yorktown Take-up and Relay segment of the Project; however, the exact 

number of dewatering structures and amount of volume expected to be 
discharged at each site is not known at this time.  More specific information 

(including site-specific drawings) would be included in the final SWPPP.  

The flow of 1,000 to 1,200 gallons per minute is how quickly the water 
would go into the dewatering structure and would appear similar to filling a 

small swimming pool.  Water would leave the dewatering structure at a much 

slower rate.  See also the response to comment SA14-1. 

 

  



 IND-403 Individuals 

IND232 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND232-2 See the response to comment IND232-1. 

 

 

 

 

 

IND232-3 The potential cumulative impacts associated with the AIM Project and other 

projects are evaluated in section 4.13 of the EIS.  Specific information 
regarding the locations of proposed hydrostatic water discharges and the 

potential impacts including erosion and the secondary effects of erosion are 

addressed in sections 4.2.1.1, 4.3.2.5, and 4.3.2.6 of the EIS.  See also the 
response to comment IND232-1. 

IND232-4 Algonquin's E&SCP was included as appendix 1B to Resource Report 1 in 

its February 28, 2014 application (Accession No. 20140228-5269). EIs 
would sample and test the source water and discharge water in accordance 

with permit requirements. 

  



 IND-404 Individuals 

IND232 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-405 Individuals 

IND232 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND232-5 See the responses to comments FA4-1, FA6-5, SA1-12, and SA2-10. 

 

  



 IND-406 Individuals 

IND232 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-407 Individuals 

IND232 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-408 Individuals 

IND232 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-409 Individuals 

IND232 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-410 Individuals 

IND232 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-411 Individuals 

IND232 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-412 Individuals 

IND232 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-413 Individuals 

IND232 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-414 Individuals 

IND232 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-415 Individuals 

IND232 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-416 Individuals 

IND232 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-417 Individuals 

IND232 – Bernard Vaughey (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 IND-418 Individuals 

IND233 – Theresa Kardos 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND233-1 See the responses to comments FA4-1 and SA1-12. 

 

 

 

IND233-2 Comment noted.  Sections 4.5 through 4.7 of the EIS discuss the impacts on 

vegetation, wildlife, and threatened and endangered species, respectively.  See 
also the response to comment FA4-23. 

 

IND233-3 As stated in section 4.8.5.1 of the EIS, no new permanent easement would be 

required within Blue Mountain Reservation; therefore, there would be no 

permanent impacts on the reservation or its recreational use for horseback 
riding.  Section 4.8.5.1 of the EIS has been updated to indicate that horseback 

riding is one of the recreational uses of the reservation.  Horseback riders may 

experience short-term noise and visual impacts during construction within the 
reservation. 

IND233-4 See the response to comment FL8-12.  

 

 

 

IND233-5 See the response to comment FL8-12. 

IND233-6 See the response to comment FA4-26.  Clearing would be prohibited during the 

migratory bird nesting season (April 15 to August 1) to avoid and minimize 

impacts on nesting/breeding.  Short term impacts may occur to individual 
foraging/food sources but would not be expected to impact populations of 

species due to adequate food sources and foraging habitat outside of the 

construction area.   

IND233-7 The 0.5 mile distance is taken from the National Bald Eagle Management 

Guidelines issued by the FWS in 2007, and is the disturbance buffer for 

explosives/blasting.  To develop these guidelines the FWS relied on existing 
state and regional bald eagle guidelines, scientific literature on bald eagle 

disturbance, and recommendations of state and Federal biologists who monitor 

the impacts of human activity on eagles. 

  



 IND-419 Individuals 

IND233 – Theresa Kardos (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND233-8 Section 4.6.2.3 of the EIS describes general impacts and measures that 
would be implemented to minimize impacts on aquatic resources in the 

Project area.  See also the response to comment IND159-24. 

IND233-9 As discussed in section 4.7.1 of the EIS with regards to the federally 
protected Atlantic and shortnose sturgeon, Algonquin selected the HDD 

method to avoid in water work in the Hudson River, thus minimizing 

impacts on aquatic organisms in the Hudson River, including benthic 
organisms.  Based on implementation of the HDD method for crossing the 

Hudson River with the associated Best Drilling Practices Plan and existing 

turbidity levels in the Hudson, impacts on benthic organisms would not be 
significant. 

IND233-10 See the responses to comments SA1-7, SA4-1, SA4-3, SA4-9, SA4-11, 

SA11-4, CO12-10, CO16-9, and IND85-57. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND233-11 See the response to comment FA4-23 for additional information regarding 

Algonquin's methane emission minimization efforts.  See the responses to 
comments CO12-13 and CO14-55 for additional information regarding 

GHG impact assessments prepared for the Project.   

 

  



 IND-420 Individuals 

IND233 – Theresa Kardos (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

IND233-12 See the response to comment SA4-4. 

 

 

IND233-13 See the response to comment SA7-5 for additional information regarding 
fugitive dust.  A detailed summary of potential noise impacts and FERC staff 

recommendations are presented in section 4.11.2 of the EIS. 

IND233-14 See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, SA7-4, and CO7-6. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND233-15 See the responses to comments SA1-9 and SA4-5. 

 

IND233-16 The affected part of Montrose Station Road is the northeastern part, between 

Maple Avenue and the Blue Mountain Reservation in Cortlandt Manor.  See 

the maps in appendix B of the EIS (page 3 of 5 of the Stony Point to 
Yorktown Take-up and Relay segment).   

 

IND233-17 As discussed in section 4.9.1 of the EIS, workforce numbers during 

construction would range from a low of 10 workers to a peak of 2,693 across 

all Project components.  See also the responses to comments LA1-10, LA1-4, 
and LA1-9.   

 

 

IND233-18 See the response to comment CO7-5. 

 

  



 IND-421 Individuals 

IND233 – Theresa Kardos (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND233-19 See the response to comment IND138-4.  Also, section 4.12.1 of the EIS 

states that Algonquin would patrol its pipeline right-of-way on a routine 

basis.  PHMSA's regulations require that the patrolling and leakage surveys 

be performed at least two times a year in Class 3 areas, four times a year in 
Class 4 areas, and four times a year at highway and railroad crossings.  The 

potential cumulative effects of the proposed facilities along with other 

existing, planned, or proposed projects are evaluated in section 4.13 of the 
EIS. 

 

  



 IND-422 Individuals 

IND234 – Eileen Tresler 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND234-1 See the response to comment FA6-5. 

 

IND234-2 See the response to comment FA6-1. 

 

  



 IND-423 Individuals 

IND235 – Stephen Kohlhase 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND235-1 See the response to comment LA34-1. 

 

  



 IND-424 Individuals 

IND235 – Stephen Kohlhase (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-425 Individuals 

IND235 – Stephen Kohlhase (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-426 Individuals 

IND235 – Stephen Kohlhase (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-427 Individuals 

IND235 – Stephen Kohlhase (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-428 Individuals 

IND235 – Stephen Kohlhase (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND235-2 See the response to comment LA34-1. 

 

  



 IND-429 Individuals 

IND235 – Stephen Kohlhase (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-430 Individuals 

IND235 – Stephen Kohlhase (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-431 Individuals 

IND235 – Stephen Kohlhase (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-432 Individuals 

IND235 – Stephen Kohlhase (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-433 Individuals 

IND235 – Stephen Kohlhase (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND235-3 See the response to comment LA34-1. 

 

  



 IND-434 Individuals 

IND235 – Stephen Kohlhase (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND235-4 See the response to comment LA34-1. 

 

  



 IND-435 Individuals 

IND236 – Ray Porfilio 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND236-1 Comment noted. 

 

IND236-2 Cumulative impacts are evaluated in section 4.13 of the EIS.  The analysis 

identifies and describes cumulative impacts that would potentially result 
from implementation of the AIM Project.  Projects by Algonquin or other 

natural gas transmission companies are discussed; however, many have been 

determined to be outside of the same region of influence as the AIM Project 
and would not result in cumulative impacts.  See also the responses to 

comments FA3-5 and FA4-24. 

IND236-3 Section 1.1 of the EIS discusses the purpose and need for the Project.  We 
are responsible for reviewing all projects that submit applications.  See the 

response to comment SA2-2. 

 IND236-4 The gas shipped on the AIM Project facilities would be serving demands 
from local utilities, among other entities, whose role it is to assess natural 

gas needs in their respective service areas.  Whether the gas transportation 

contracts result in cost savings for individual shippers, and how any such 
savings are allocated or passed on to consumers, is more appropriately 

addressed through the state public utilities commission or applicable agency 
with jurisdiction over the local distribution agency.  Economic benefits of 

the Project, including tax revenues generated from operation of the Project 

are discussed in section 4.9.9 of the EIS.  

IND236-5 We evaluated one alternative to the proposed West Roxbury M&R Station 

(see section 3.6.2.3 of the EIS) but did not identify any other viable 

alternative M&R sites.  We determined that this alternative site was not 
environmentally preferable to the proposed site.  We evaluated safety 

concerns associated with the proximity of the proposed M&R station to the 

quarry (see section 4.1.4 of the EIS) and did not identify any significant 

safety concerns associated with the construction or operation of the M&R 

station near the quarry at this location.  See also the response to comment 

FA6-1. 

IND236-6 See the response to comment FA6-1. 

IND236-7 Comment noted.  See also the response to comment FA4-1. 

  



 IND-436 Individuals 

IND237 – Kristy 

 
 

 

IND238 – Karen Sauer 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND237-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND238-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

IND238-2 Comment noted.  See the response to comment FL2-2. 

 

 

IND238-3 See the response to comment FA6-1. 

 

 

IND238-4 See the response to comment IND53-2. 

 

  



 IND-437 Individuals 

IND239 – Jon Fein 

 
 

 

IND240 – Lisa Petrie 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND239-1 The EIS has been revised to reflect the additional information provided in 

Algonquin's September 29, 2014 supplemental filing.  See also the responses 
to comments FA4-1 and FA6-5.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND240-1 See the response to comment SA4-9. 

IND240-2 Section 4.12.1 of the EIS discusses federal safety standards for natural gas 
pipelines and how these standards are applied in HCAs.  Section 4.12.3 of 

the EIS discusses safety-related concerns and other specific measures that 

Algonquin has proposed or that we are recommending to further address 
public safety concerns.   

 

  



 IND-438 Individuals 

IND241 – Grace and John Ostermann 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND241-1 See the response to comment FA4-1. 

 

  



 IND-439 Individuals 

IND241 – Grace and John Ostermann (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-440 Individuals 

IND241 – Grace and John Ostermann (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND241-2 The referenced news article about a Government Accounting Office report 

focuses on safety considerations of rail transport, and on oil and natural gas 

gathering lines.  The AIM Project is neither; it is a natural gas transmission 
line, which is in fact subject to stringent safety regulations and oversight by 

PHMSA, as discussed in section 4.12.1 of the EIS. 

 

  



 IND-441 Individuals 

IND241 – Grace and John Ostermann (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-442 Individuals 

IND242 – Nicolas Katkevich 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND242-1 See the response to comment FA4-1. 

 

 

IND242-2 Section 4.11.2.2 of the EIS provides existing noise levels attributable to the 
Burrillville Compressor Station and estimates future noise levels following 

station modifications.  The existing noise levels at the Burrillville 
Compressor Station exceed FERC's noise criterion.  FERC Staff has 

provided recommendations to ensure that future noise levels comply with 

FERC noise standards where noise levels are currently below the FERC 
criterion or do not exceed existing noise levels where the current noise levels 

are above the FERC criterion. 

 

 

IND242-3 See the responses to comments FA3-5, LA23-16, and CO15-4.  

 

  



 IND-443 Individuals 

IND243 – Susan Holland 

 

 

 

 

 

IND243-1 Comment noted. 

 

IND243-2 See the responses to comments FA4-25 and SA7-4. 

 

IND243-3 The FERC does not regulate hydraulic fracturing associated with the extraction 
of natural gas in the Marcellus or other shale formations.  These activities are 

regulated by the state and other federal agencies.  Additionally, the AIM 

Project is not the cause of hydraulic fracturing but is in part a response to it and 
the increasing supply of domestic natural gas across the United States.  See 

also the responses to comments FA4-24 and SA4-4. 

 

IND243-4 See the responses to comments CO15-4 and IND102-3. 

 

IND243-5 See the responses to comments CO7-5 and FL2-2. 

 

  



 IND-444 Individuals 

IND244 – Kevin Quigley 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND244-1 See the responses to comments SA4-5 and SA4-9. 

 

 

IND244-2 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-445 Individuals 

IND245 – Ling Tsou 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND245-1 Section 4.12.1 of the EIS discusses federal safety standards for natural gas 

pipelines and how these standards are applied in HCAs.  Section 4.12.3 of 
the EIS discusses safety-related concerns and other specific measures that 

Algonquin has proposed or that we are recommending to further address 

public safety concerns.  See also the response to comment FA4-25. 

IND245-2 See the response to comment SA4-4. 

IND245-3 See the responses to comments SA4-1, SA4-9, and IND1-3. 

IND245-4 See the responses to comments SA4-9 and SA4-10. 

IND245-5 See the response to comment LA23-21. 

IND245-6 See the response to comment IND245-1. 

IND245-7 See the response to comment IND245-2. 

IND245-8 See the response to comment IND245-3. 

IND245-9 See the response to comment IND245-4. 

IND245-10 See the response to comment IND245-5. 

 

  



 IND-446 Individuals 

IND246 – Larysa Dyrszka 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND246-1 See the responses to comments FA4-24, SA4-1, SA4-9, SA4-10, and CO14-

54.  We also note that section 4.11.1.3 of the EIS addresses construction 

emissions and section 4.8.6.2 discusses the handling of PCBs for the Project. 

 

  



 IND-447 Individuals 

IND246 – Larysa Dyrszka (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-448 Individuals 

IND246 – Larysa Dyrszka (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-449 Individuals 

IND246 – Larysa Dyrszka (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND246-2 See the responses to comments FA4-24 and SA4-4. 

 

 

  



 IND-450 Individuals 

IND246 – Larysa Dyrszka (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-451 Individuals 

IND246 – Larysa Dyrszka (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-452 Individuals 

IND246 – Larysa Dyrszka (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-453 Individuals 

IND246 – Larysa Dyrszka (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-454 Individuals 

IND246 – Larysa Dyrszka (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-455 Individuals 

IND246 – Larysa Dyrszka (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND246-3 Comment noted.  Economic impacts associated with the Project, including 
property values are discussed in section 4.9.8 of the EIS.  Traffic-related 

impacts associated with construction of the proposed Project are discussed in 

section 4.9.5 of the EIS. 

 

 

 

IND246-4 Compressor station and blowdown noise is addressed in section 4.11.2 of the 

EIS.  The EIS identifies that compressor station operating noise levels would 

comply with FERC noise standards (55 dBA Ldn) where noise levels are 
currently below the FERC criterion, or do not exceed existing noise levels 

where the current noise levels are above the FERC criterion. 

 

  



 IND-456 Individuals 

IND246 – Larysa Dyrszka (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND246-5 See the responses to comments SA4-1, SA4-9, and SA4-10. 

 

  



 IND-457 Individuals 

IND246 – Larysa Dyrszka (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-458 Individuals 

IND246 – Larysa Dyrszka (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-459 Individuals 

IND246 – Larysa Dyrszka (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-460 Individuals 

IND246 – Larysa Dyrszka (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND246-6 See the response to comment FA4-25. 

 

  



 IND-461 Individuals 

IND247 – John Louis Parker 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND247-1 See the responses to comments FA4-1 and FA6-5. 

 

  



 IND-462 Individuals 

IND247 – John Louis Parker (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND247-2 See the response to comment FA4-1. 

 

 

 

 

IND247-3 See the response to comment FA4-25. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND247-4 See the responses to comments FA4-1, FA6-5, and SA1-12.  A 3-minute time 

limit was established due to the large number of speakers signed up to speak.  
The time limit allowed everyone who signed up an opportunity to speak.  

During the opening remarks, FERC staff recognized that many commentors 
were likely concerned about similar topics and encouraged speakers to 

diversify their comments to make best use of the limited time.  FERC staff 

also reminded attendees that they may supplement their comments on the 
written record, which is given equal weight.  Written comment handouts were 

provided that could be filled out at the meeting and provided to staff or 

mailed in at a later date. 

 

  



 IND-463 Individuals 

IND247 – John Louis Parker (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND247-5 See the responses to comments FA4-1 and FA6-5.  This volume provides 

individual responses to comments, identifying where the text of the EIS has 
been updated to reflect additional analysis or consideration of alternatives, or 

where comments are not considered further.   

 

  



 IND-464 Individuals 

IND247 – John Louis Parker (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND247-6 Updated information regarding the potential impacts of the Atlantic Bridge 

Project has been incorporated into the cumulative impacts evaluation in 
section 4.13 of the EIS.  The Croton Watershed is addressed in section 4.3 

of the EIS.  Algonquin is no longer proposing a pipe and contractor ware 

yard within Granite Knolls West.  Section 4.8.5.1 and table 4.8.1-1 of the 

EIS have been revised accordingly.  See also the responses to comments 

FA3-5 and SA4-10.   

IND247-7 Section 1.1 of the EIS describes the purpose of the Project and section 1.2.1 
of the EIS identifies that the Commission is responsible for evaluating 

applications for authorization to construct and operate interstate natural gas 

pipeline facilities.  Reconsideration of the siting of existing infrastructure is 
outside of the scope of this EIS.  See also the responses to comments SA4-5 

regarding safety impacts and SA4-16 regarding the environmental 

compliance monitoring program. 

IND247-8 See the responses to comments SA4-3, SA4-5, SA4-9, SA4-10, and SA4-15. 

 

  



 IND-465 Individuals 

IND247 – John Louis Parker (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND247-9 See the response to comment FA4-1. 

 

  



 IND-466 Individuals 

IND247 – John Louis Parker (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-467 Individuals 

IND247 – John Louis Parker (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-468 Individuals 

IND247 – John Louis Parker (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-469 Individuals 

IND247 – John Louis Parker (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND247-10 Algonquin is no longer proposing a pipe and contractor ware yard at this 

location.  Section 4.8.5.1 and table 4.8.1-1 of the EIS have been revised 

accordingly.   

 

 

  



 IND-470 Individuals 

IND247 – John Louis Parker (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND247-11 The proposed launcher and receiver would be located entirely within 
Algonquin's existing right-of-way; therefore, no new permanent easement 

would be required within Granite Knolls West.  Section 4.8.5.1 and table 

4.8.1-1 of the EIS have been revised accordingly.  See also the response to 
comment SA4-14. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND247-12 See the responses to comments SA4-14, IND247-10, and IND247-11. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND247-13 We recognize that negotiations may have occurred early in the review 

process regarding the construction of a sports complex to replace disturbed 
workspace for the Project that may require alienation.  However, the Project 

no longer includes the contractor ware yard or launcher/receiver outside of 

the existing right-of-way.  Therefore, we are unaware of any current plans to 
construct a sports complex. 

 

 

  



 IND-471 Individuals 

IND247 – John Louis Parker (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND247-14 See the response to comment SA14-1. 

 

 

 

IND247-15 See the response to comment FA3-5. 

 

  



 IND-472 Individuals 

IND247 – John Louis Parker (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND247-16 See the response to comment SA4-10.  Reliability and safety aspects of the 

Project are discussed in section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 

  



 IND-473 Individuals 

IND247 – John Louis Parker (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND247-17 See the responses to comments FA4-1, SA1-12, and FA3-5. 

 

  



 IND-474 Individuals 

IND247 – John Louis Parker (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-475 Individuals 

IND248 – Dana Goodman 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND248-1 Some of the compressor units themselves would be abandoned within the 
existing compressor building.  It would not change the availability of land or 

change the current use of the overall compressor station site. 

IND248-2 See the responses to comments FA1-1, FA4-1, and FA6-5.  Section 1.4 of the 
EIS also identifies the open house meetings sponsored by Algonquin, which 

FERC staff attended to collect scoping comments and introduce the FERC 

process.  These meetings included two meetings in Rhode Island in August and 
September 2013.  The Notice of Intent, issued on September 13, 2013 for the 

Project that announced the scoping process included the affected landowners 

and federal, state, and local agencies in Rhode Island. 

 

IND248-3 See the responses to comments FA3-3 and LA23-24.   

 

IND248-4 Economic impacts associated with the Project, including projected workforce 
numbers and economic benefits are discussed in sections 4.9.1 and 4.9.9 of the 

EIS, respectively.  See also the response to comment IND233-17. 

 

  



 IND-476 Individuals 

IND248 – Dana Goodman (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND248-5 Section 4.11.1.2 of the EIS identifies the facilities that are currently subject 

to BACT under the PSD air permitting program, and those facilities that 
would require a modification or new permit under this program.  We note 

that BACT under the air permitting program is not an analysis of the lowest 

emissions achievable.  Section 3.4.6 of the EIS provides the detailed 

discussion (i.e. not the summarized conclusion of the Executive Summary) 

of the zero emission option of electric driven units.  This option would result 

in additional impacts on other resources and is not considered further.  
Natural gas is considered a cleaner option for operating the compressor 

stations over other fuel options (e.g. diesel and fuel oil). 

 

 

 

IND248-6 Comment noted.  See the response to comment FA3-4 for information on 

invasive species management. 

 

 

 

 

IND248-7 The exact chemical make-up differs depending on which type of epoxy 
coating is selected for the pipeline.  This coating is bonded to the pipe 

(typically heat or fusion bonded).  This bonding would occur at the pipeline 

coating mill.  To prepare an epoxy coating, the external surface of the pipe is 
thoroughly cleaned, the pipe is heated to a prescribed temperature, and the 

epoxy powder is applied.  The powder fuses with the heated pipe and forms a 

water-tight barrier.  Once the epoxy coating is applied, it becomes part of the 
pipe.  The pipeline would have to be heated to the extreme temperature used 

to apply the coating for the coating to un-fuse from the pipe and potentially 

contaminate soil and groundwater.  These coatings are an industry norm and 

have safely been used for years. 

 

  



 IND-477 Individuals 

IND248 – Dana Goodman (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND248-8 As described in section 1.4 of the EIS, the FERC also conducted 
considerable outreach and required the same of Algonquin to notify and 

inform the public about the Project and its potential affects and solicit 

comments regarding the scope of its analysis.  Pursuant to its responsibilities 
under NEPA, the FERC also evaluated a number of alternatives including the 

no-action alternative, energy conservation, renewable energy, and other 

alternatives (see sections 3.1, 3.2, and 3.3 of the EIS).  See also the response 
to comment CO7-5. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND248-9 Comment noted.  The text of the EIS has been revised to acknowledge that it 

may be possible to construct solar arrays on existing infrastructure such as 
buildings that would preclude the need for new permanent land impacts.  

 

  



 IND-478 Individuals 

IND248 – Dana Goodman (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND248-10 A corridor database search is not necessary in Rhode Island because 

Algonquin already owns the property on which the existing Burrillville 

Compressor Station is located, and this is the only location in Rhode Island 
where work would occur associated with the Project (i.e., a corridor database 

search would not identify any sites not already known to Algonquin).  In 

order to identify any known contamination at the Burrillville Compressor 
Station site, we conducted a search of the Rhode Island Department of 

Environmental Management Office of Waste Management's site inventories, 

the EPA's Cleanups in My Community database, and the EPA's EnviroFacts 
database.  Based on these sources, no known contaminated soil or 

groundwater is present at the Burrillville Compressor Station site.  Section 

4.2.1.5 of the EIS has been revised to reflect this information. 

 

IND248-11 See the response to comment IND248-10. 

 

 

 

 

IND248-12 The purpose and need for the Project is discussed in section 1.1 of the EIS.  

The focus of the EIS is to evaluate the environmental impacts of the 
proposal.  The Commission will take into account the evaluation in the EIS, 

along with non-environmental information, to determine whether to issue a 

Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity.  Significant efforts have 
been made to notify those affected by the Project.  See also the response to 

comment FA6-5. 

 

 

  



 IND-479 Individuals 

IND248 – Dana Goodman (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND248-13 The purpose of the EIS is to identify the impacts of the proposed Project.  

Conclusions that some impacts are less than significant or negligible are 

justified throughout the EIS. 

 

  



 IND-480 Individuals 

IND249 – Pramilla Malick 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND249-1 The Project does not include any modifications to facilities or operational 

capacity through the Millennium Pipeline or Minisink Compressor Station. 

 

 

  



 IND-481 Individuals 

IND250 – Pramilla Malick 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND250-1 See the responses to comments FA4-25 and SA7-4.  We also note that 

PHMSA is a cooperating agency in preparing this EIS. 

 

 

 

 

IND250-2 See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, and SA7-4.  PHMSA is a 

cooperating agency in preparing this EIS and attended the scoping meetings 

and the draft EIS public comment meeting in New York. 

 

  



 IND-482 Individuals 

IND251 – Jan Very Creamer 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND251-1 See the responses to comments FA4-23, SA4-4, SA4-9, SA4-10, and CO7-3. 

 

 

 

 

IND251-2 Comment noted.  Eminent domain is discussed in section 4.8.2 of the EIS.  

See also the responses to comments FL2-2 and CO7-5. 

 

  



 IND-483 Individuals 

IND252 – Jessica Porter 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND252-1 Algonquin has submitted, and we have reviewed, revised site-specific 

construction plans for all residences within 50 feet of the construction work 
area, to reduce the disruptions and inconveniences associated with pipeline 

construction near residences.  See also the response to comment SA4-5. 

 

IND252-2 See the responses to comments FA6-1, LA27-1, IND54-9, and IND236-5. 

 

 

IND252-3 Significant efforts have been made to notify those affected by the Project.  See 
also the response to comment FA6-5 and section 1.4 of the EIS for the 

numerous outreach efforts and the notification of stakeholders. 

 

IND252-4 See the responses to comments F4-24, CO7-3, CO7-5, and FL2-2.   

 

 

  



 IND-484 Individuals 

IND253 – Laurie Evans 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND253-1 See the responses to comments FA4-1, FA4-25, and SA7-4. 

 

IND253-2 Information regarding emergency response is provided in section 4.12.1 of 

the EIS.  See also the responses to comments LA1-4 and LA1-9. 

 

IND253-3 See the responses to comments FL4-4, CO15-4, and IND102-3. 

 

IND253-4 See the responses to comments SA4-1 and SA4-9. 

 

 

 

 

IND253-5 See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, and SA7-4. 

 

 

 

 

IND253-6 See the responses to comments SA4-1, SA4-9, and SA4-10. 

 

  



 IND-485 Individuals 

IND253 – Laurie Evans (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND253-7 See the response to comment SA4-4. 

 

IND253-8 See the response to comment SA4-3. 

 

IND253-9 See the response to comment SA4-15. 

 

 

IND253-10 See the response to comment SA4-3. 

 

 

 

IND253-11 See the response to comment SA4-10. 

 

 

IND253-12 See the responses to comments FA4-25 and SA4-2. 

 

IND253-13 Comment noted. 

 

IND253-14 See the response to comment FA3-5. 

 

IND253-15 See the response to comment SA4-5. 

 

IND253-16 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-486 Individuals 

IND254 – Judith Stein 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND254-1 See the responses to comments FA4-25 and SA4-2. 

 

  



 IND-487 Individuals 

IND255 – Marion Walsh 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND255-1 Section 4.12.1 of the EIS discusses federal safety standards for natural gas 

pipelines and how these standards are applied in HCAs.  Section 4.12.3 of 

the EIS discusses safety-related concerns and other specific measures that 
Algonquin has proposed or that we are recommending to further address 

public safety concerns.  See also the responses to comments FA4-25, SA1-9, 

and SA7-4. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND255-2 Construction impacts are extensively discussed throughout the EIS.  See also 
the response to comment FA4-25. 

 

  



 IND-488 Individuals 

IND255 – Marion Walsh (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-489 Individuals 

IND256 – Erica Mills 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND256-1 See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, and SA7-4.  While the 

possibility of human error exists in most human undertakings, we do not 
agree that human error in itself represents an impact; we believe human 

error is accounted for in the development of pipeline safety regulations and 

practices to incorporate conservative margins of safety.  Natural gas 

transmission lines and railroads cross one another throughout the country, 

and the crossings are designed to ensure mutual compatibility and safety.  

We do not consider pipeline crossings of railroads to have an impact on 
public safety.   

IND256-2 Comment noted.  As explained in section 4.7.2 of the EIS, Algonquin has 

planned the Project to minimize tree clearing, impacts on migratory birds 
and wildlife, and other sensitive resources by using their existing rights-of-

way to the maximum extent possible. 

IND256-3 See the response to comment CO7-6. 

IND256-4 See the responses to comments LA1-4, LA1-9, and LA8-2. 

IND256-5 See the responses to comments SA1-8 and SA4-5. 

IND256-6 See the response to comment SA4-4. 

IND256-7 Comment noted.  See also the response to comment FA4-1. 

 

  



 IND-490 Individuals 

IND257 – Kevin O’Neill 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND257-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-491 Individuals 

IND257 – Kevin O’Neill (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-492 Individuals 

IND258 – Kelly Wall 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND258-1 See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-5, SA7-4, and SA1-9. 

 

 

IND258-2 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-493 Individuals 

IND259 – Patricia Guarino 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND259-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-494 Individuals 

IND259 – Patricia Guarino (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND259-2 See the response to comment FA4-25.  With respect to the comment that 
there are no protocol or emergency procedures in place, Algonquin's 

emergency response plans, required by federal rules, are discussed in section 

4.12.1 of the EIS.  Such plans have been in place for the existing system, and 
would be updated to account for the AIM Project facilities.  

 

 

 

 

 

IND259-3 See the responses to comments CO15-4 and IND4-1. 

 

 

 

IND259-4 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-495 Individuals 

IND260 – Abraham Tejada 

 
 

 

IND261 – Brice McMasters 

 
 

 

IND262 – Adoindo Moura 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND260-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND261-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND262-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-496 Individuals 

IND263 – Vasco Meireles 

 
 

 

IND264 – Michael Moreira 

 
 

 

IND265 – Michael Gronowski 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND263-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND264-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND265-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

  



 IND-497 Individuals 

IND266 – Luis Sumbe 

 
 

 

IND267 – Angel Quintauna 

 
 

 

IND268 – Rafael Gonzolaez 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND266-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND267-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND268-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-498 Individuals 

IND269 – Pedro Santiago 

 
 

 

IND270 – John Sullivan 

 
 

 

IND271 – Jeffery Black 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND269-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND270-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND271-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-499 Individuals 

IND272 – David Miller 

 
 

 

IND273 – Roy Emlet 

 
 

 

IND274 – Louis Camardella 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND272-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND273-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND274-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-500 Individuals 

IND275 – Jose Costa 

 
 

 

IND276 – Carlos Sasaguay 

 
 

 

IND277 – Jaime Gonzalez 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND275-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND276-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND277-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-501 Individuals 

IND278 – Vincent Beverly 

 
 

 

IND279 – Antonio Martins 

 
 

 

IND280 – Carlos Gweria 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND278-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND279-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND280-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-502 Individuals 

IND281 – Carlos Remedios 

 
 

 

IND282 – Luis Fernandes 

 
 

 

IND283 – Joao Dos Reis 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND281-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND282-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND283-1 Comment noted. 

  



 IND-503 Individuals 

IND284 – Jose Ramirez 

 
 

 

IND285 – Rigoberto Franco 

 
 

 

IND286 – George Moreland 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND284-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND285-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND286-1 Comment noted. 

  



 IND-504 Individuals 

IND287 – Juan Diaz 

 
 

 

IND288 – Jose Alves 

 
 

 

IND289 – Vincent Curtes Jr. 

 

 

 

 

 

IND287-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND288-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND289-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-505 Individuals 

IND290 – Andrew Ferraro 

 
 

 

IND291 – John Winters 

 
 

 

IND292 – Zbigniew Lasota 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND290-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND291-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND292-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-506 Individuals 

IND293 – Eduardo Eosia 

 
 

 

IND294 – Jose Martines 

 
 

 

IND295 – Sergio Baranas 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND293-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND294-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND295-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-507 Individuals 

IND296 – Maureen Keenan 

 
 

 

IND297 – Donna Clapsaddle 

 
 

 

IND298 – Marie Shopac 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND296-1 Section 1.1 of the EIS discusses the purpose and need for the Project.  See 

also the responses to comments FA6-1 and FA6-5. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND297-1 See the responses to comments FA4-25, SA4-2, SA7-4, and CO7-6. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND298-1 See the response to comment FA4-24. 

 

 

  



 IND-508 Individuals 

IND299 – Randy Federighi 

 
 

 

IND300 – Marco Reis 

 
 

 

IND301 – Fernando Dos Santos 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND299-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND300-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND301-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-509 Individuals 

IND302 – Herby Sniffen 

 
 

 

IND303 – Martin Barajas 

 
 

 

IND304 – Lineau Dias 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND302-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND303-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND304-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-510 Individuals 

IND305 – Deborah Kaufman 

 
 

 

IND306 – Paul Lourence 

 
 

 

IND307 – Kathleen Bardes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND305-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND306-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND307-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-511 Individuals 

IND308 – Agostino Santos 

 
 

 

IND309 – Carlos Perfira 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND308-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND309-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-512 Individuals 

IND310 – Rachel Poliner 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND310-1 See the responses to comments FA6-1, FA6-5, and SA4-5. 

 

  



 IND-513 Individuals 

IND310 – Rachel Poliner (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND310-2 The purpose and need for the Project is discussed in section 1.1 of the EIS.  

Specifically, Algonquin is proposing to construct the AIM Project based on 
commitments from the Project Shippers, which include local distribution 

companies and two municipal utilities, which have statutory, regulatory, 

and/or contractual obligations to serve natural gas customers within their 
respective service areas in New England.  See also the response to comment 

CO15-4. 

 

  



 IND-514 Individuals 

IND311 – Jose Manual Goncales DeSilva 

 
 

 

IND312 – Donald Gonies 

 
 

 

IND313 – Victor Duenas 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND311-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND312-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND313-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-515 Individuals 

IND314 – Keith Gaddist 

 
 

 

IND315 – Mateo Amaya 

 
 

 

IND316 – Rui Lopes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND314-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND315-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND316-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-516 Individuals 

IND317 – Arturo Valencia 

 
 

 

IND318 – Fabo Gurgo 

 
 

 

IND319 – Donald Gonies 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND317-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND318-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND319-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-517 Individuals 

IND320 – Ilidio Cavalhelro 

 
 

 

IND321 – Jose Gonzales 

 
 

 

IND322 – Pannel Loras 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND320-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND321-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND322-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-518 Individuals 

IND323 – Alvaro Cerqueira 

 
 

 

IND324 – Oscot Gonzalez 

 
 

 

IND325 – Eugenio Monteiro 

 

 

 

 

 

IND323-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND324-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND325-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-519 Individuals 

IND325 – Eugenio Monteiro (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-520 Individuals 

IND326 – Petro Alcalde 

 
 

 

IND327 – Rodney Hairston 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND326-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND327-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-521 Individuals 

IND328 – Lisa Moir 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND328-1 See the responses to comments FA4-25 and SA4-2. 

 

  



 IND-522 Individuals 

IND328 – Lisa Moir (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

IND328-2 See the responses to comments SA4-1, SA4-4, SA4-10, and CO7-3. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND328-3 See the responses to comments FA4-25 and CO7-3. 

 

 

 

 

 

IND328-4 See the responses to comments FA4-1, FA6-5, SA4-9, and SA4-10. 

  



 IND-523 Individuals 

IND329 – Nancy Fairchild 

 

 

 

 

 

IND329-1 The commentor's property would not be affected by the AIM Project.  The 
Project does not involve any proposed new or replacement pipeline within 

Glastonbury, Connecticut. 

 

  



 IND-524 Individuals 

IND329 – Nancy Fairchild (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND329-2 The terms of an existing easement are beyond the scope of this EIS.  The use 

of eminent domain is discussed in section 4.8.2 of the EIS.   

 

 

 

 

 

IND329-3 Potential impacts on groundwater and surface water how these impacts 

would be minimized are described in sections 4.3.1.7 and 4.3.2.6 of the EIS.  

Air emission impacts and a discussion of the properties and risks associated 
with radon in natural gas are discussed in section 4.11.1.3.  The safety of 

natural gas transmission systems and Algonquin's safety systems are 

discussed in section 4.12 of the EIS.  

 

 

  



 IND-525 Individuals 

IND329 – Nancy Fairchild (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND329-4  See the response to comment LA23-21. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND329-5 See the response to comment CO15-4.   

 

 

  



 IND-526 Individuals 

IND330 – Judith Kolligian 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND330-1 See the response to comment IND53-2. 

 

 

 

IND330-2 Comment noted.  See also the responses to comments FL2-2 and CO7-5.  

 

  



 IND-527 Individuals 

IND331 – Carey Bertrand 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND331-1 Comment noted.  See response to comment FA6-1.  Our analysis concludes 

that the AIM Project's proximity to the quarry does not constitute a 

significant risk to the schools listed.  

 

  



 IND-528 Individuals 

IND332 – Andrea Carlson 

 

 

 

 

 

IND332-1 See the responses to comments FA6-1 and IND236-5. 

 

 

 

IND332-2 See the responses to comments FA6-5 and SA4-5. 

 

 

 

IND332-3 Section 4.12 of the EIS contains an evaluation of the reliability and safety of 

the Project.  See the responses to comments FA6-5 and SA4-5. 

 

 

IND332-4 Table 4.12.3.1 of the EIS provides the PIR along the proposed pipeline 
facilities.  The PIR formula is accepted by the PHMSA as an accurate and valid 

model for determining the distance beyond which a person standing outside in 

the vicinity of a pipeline rupture and fire would have a 99 percent chance of 
surviving.  The number of residents and homes that would be affected in the 

event of a pipeline rupture depends upon the location of the rupture and 
numerous other factors such as whether an individual is sheltered or outside, 

topography, other structures or landscape features between the individual and 

the site of the rupture.  The PIR along the West Roxbury Lateral is 302.3 feet, 
as shown in table 4.12.3.1 of the EIS.  As discussed in section 4.12.1 of the 

EIS, PHMSA is responsible for pipeline safety; FERC does not have a "service 

level objective."  The MAOP for the facilities are provided in section 2.1 of the 
EIS.  Pressure relief valves are set to prevent MAOPs from being exceeded.  

Air emissions from the West Roxbury M&R Station are provided in table 

4.11.1-2 of the EIS.  We do not agree that providing a list of M&R stations 
near quarries is a meaningful way to identify safety impacts.  We have instead 

focused on site-specific, engineering-oriented analysis, as described in the 

response to comment FA6-1.  See also the response to comment LA1-10. 

 

  



 IND-529 Individuals 

IND332 – Andrea Carlson (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-530 Individuals 

IND333 – Mary McMahon 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND333-1 See the responses to comments FA6-1, LA5-4, and IND54-9.  The safety of 

natural gas transmission systems and Algonquin's safety systems are 
discussed in section 4.12 of the EIS.  

IND333-2 Economic impacts associated with the Project, including on property values 

are discussed in section 4.9.8 of the EIS.  See also the responses to 
comments SA4-10 and LA23-21. 

IND333-3 As discussed in section 4.8.5.3 of the EIS, although this property is 

identified as "Centre Marsh," the marsh has been classified as "lost" since at 
least 1990.  The property is private, and owned by Algonquin.  See also the 

response to comment FA6-1. 

IND333-4 See the response to comment IND236-5. 

 

  



 IND-531 Individuals 

IND334 – Renee Hughes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND334-1 See the response to comment FA6-1. 

 

  



 IND-532 Individuals 

IND335 – Trieber Family Trust 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND335-1 See the response to comment FA6-1. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND335-2 Section 4.12.1 of the EIS discusses federal safety standards for natural gas 

pipelines and how these standards are applied in HCAs, such as near schools.  
Section 4.12.3 of the EIS discusses safety-related concerns and other specific 

measures that Algonquin has proposed or that we are recommending to 

further address public safety concerns.  In addition, Algonquin has provided 
additional construction details for Gonzalez Field, which is discussed in 

section 4.8.5.3 of the EIS.  

 

IND335-3 See the response to comment CO14-54 regarding emissions associated with 

blowdown events.  See the response to comment FA4-23 for additional 
information regarding Algonquin's efforts to minimize methane emissions 

from Project facilities. 

 

IND335-4 Your preference for alternative energies such as renewables is noted.  See the 

response to comment FL2-2.  A discussion of Algonquin's stated need for the 
proposed facilities in included in section 1.1 of the EIS. 

IND335-5 The potential effect of the Project on local roadways along the West Roxbury 

Lateral is discussed in section 4.9.5 of the EIS.  Any needed repairs to the 
roadways resulting from Project construction would be the responsibility of 

Algonquin.  

 

  



 IND-533 Individuals 

IND335 – Trieber Family Trust (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND335-6 Comment noted. 

 

 

IND335-7 Section 4.11.2 of the EIS presents an assessment of noise impacts from the 

Project.  Public safety issues are addressed in section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 

  



 IND-534 Individuals 

IND336 – Michael Walsh 

 
 

 

IND337 – Lori Krasner 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND336-1 See the response to comment FA6-1. 

IND336-2 Economic impacts associated with the Project, including property values are 
discussed in section 4.9.8 of the EIS.  See also the response to comment 

LA23-21. 

IND336-3 Comment noted.  See also the response to comment FA6-5. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND337-1 See the response to comment FA6-1. 

IND337-2 See the response to comment FA6-5. 

IND337-3 Section 4.12.1 of the EIS discusses federal safety standards for natural gas 

pipelines and how these standards are applied in HCAs.  Section 4.12.3 of 
the EIS discusses safety-related concerns and other specific measures that 

Algonquin has proposed or that we are recommending to further address 

public safety concerns.   

 

  



 IND-535 Individuals 

IND338 – Steve Hopkins 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND338-1 See the response to comment FA4-25. 

 

 

 

IND338-2 See the response to comment IND85-57 regarding noise impacts.  We note 

that all of the compressor stations for this Project are existing.  See the 
responses to comments FA4-23 and CO7-3 regarding methane emissions 

and minimization efforts.  

 

 

IND338-3 See the response to comment SA4-4. 

 

 

IND338-4 Section 4.0 of the EIS provides a detailed environmental analysis of the 

AIM Project.  See also the response to comment FA4-1. 

 

  



 IND-536 Individuals 

IND339 – Christy Chambers 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND339-1 See the responses to comments FA6-1 and FA6-5. 

 

 

 

IND339-2 See the response to comment IND236-5. 

IND339-3 See the response to comment FA6-1. 

 

 

 

IND339-4 See the response to comment IND236-5. 

 

  



 IND-537 Individuals 

IND340 – Joanne Tisei 

 

 

IND340-1 We do not agree that providing a list of M&R stations near quarries is a meaningful 
way to identify safety impacts.  We have instead focused on site-specific, engineering-

oriented analysis, as described in the response to comment FA6-1.  

IND340-2 Meter stations and natural gas pipeline infrastructure are commonly located in 
residential and/or urban areas to provide an interconnection with local distribution 

companies who deliver the gas to users.  See also the responses to comments FA6-1, 

SA4-5, and IND340-1. 

IND340-3 See the response to comment SA4-10. 

IND340-4 No, the West Roxbury M&R Station would be an aboveground facility, not an 

underground, vaulted facility. 

IND340-5 The M&R station would be constructed to all applicable regulations and in accordance 

with a SWPPP. 

IND340-6 We are not aware from whom Algonquin purchased the site of the proposed M&R 
Station, but that information does not appear relevant to our impact analysis.  See the 

response to comment FA6-1.   

IND340-7 See the response to comment FA6-1. 

IND340-8 A pipeline rupture is a serious event no matter what the cause.  Our analysis concludes 

that blasting at the quarry would not jeopardize the pipeline system's integrity.  See the 
response to comment FA6-1.  Section 4.12.1 of the EIS discusses federal safety 

standards for natural gas pipelines and how these standards are applied in HCAs.  

Section 4.12.3 of the EIS discusses safety-related concerns and other specific measures 
that Algonquin has proposed or that we are recommending to further address public 

safety concerns.  

IND340-9 Section 4.8.7.2 of the EIS has been updated to recommend that Algonquin provide a 
site-specific landscaping plan to minimize visual impacts at the West Roxbury M&R 

Station.  This plan would depict the specific location of the proposed facility within 

the property.  See also the response to comment SA13-13.   

IND340-10 Yes, FERC staff conducted a site visit of the area in August 2013.  See also the 

response to comment FA6-5. 

IND340-11 Section 4.9.5.2 and appendix G of the EIS have been updated to include additional 
information on potential traffic-related impacts and measures to be implemented to 

prevent unnecessary delays to the motoring traffic during construction of the West 

Roxbury Lateral.  We also note an existing natural gas distribution pipeline is located 
in the street between the proposed pipeline/M&R Station and the quarry, which is 

subject to the same quarry truck traffic.   

IND340-12 Table 4.12.2-1 of the EIS provides data on the significant incidents associated with 
natural gas transmission pipeline systems (including pipelines, compressor stations, 

and M&R stations).  The specific information requested for M&R stations is not 

available. 

  



 IND-538 Individuals 

IND340 – Joanne Tisei (cont’d) 

 

 

 

IND340-13 The construction procedures for the Project are described in section 2.0 of the EIS.  

Section 4.12 of the EIS describes the safety measures that would be implemented, 

including depth of burial, for the pipeline. 

IND340-14 Section 4.8.6.2 of the EIS discusses the process by which Algonquin proposes to 

remove and dispose of potentially contaminated piping or equipment in New York 

and Connecticut.  However, we note that Algonquin does not own or operate any 
existing pipelines along the West Roxbury Lateral.  The West Roxbury Lateral is a 

new pipeline that would not replace any existing infrastructure. 

IND340-15 Comment noted.  The majority of the West Roxbury Lateral would be located within 

streets, avoiding impacts on most residential property and septic systems. 

IND340-16 All other utilities in the vicinity of where the Project facilities would be installed 

would be identified before construction.  Section 2.3.1.2 of the EIS discussing 
construction methods near existing utilities. 

IND340-17 We are not sure we understand this comment.  If the comment refers to placing the 

pipe across ledges of rock, excavation of the trench would ensure that the pipe is laid 
in a flattened trench bottom.   

IND340-18 See the response to comment SA4-4. 

IND340-19 See the response to comment LA1-10. 

IND340-20 All stakeholders have had the opportunity to participate in the review process.  See 

also the response to comment SA4-5. 

IND340-21 See the responses to comments LA1-4, LA1-9, and LA1-10. 

IND340-22 Urban environments are characterized by a low diversity of wildlife species that are 

tolerant of human development and activity.  Impacts on protected species would be 

coordinated with the FWS and state and local jurisdictional agencies, as required. 

IND340-23 Comment noted.  Potential impacts and mitigation measures to minimize impacts on 

wetlands (including vernal pools) are discussed in section 4.4.3 of the EIS. 

IND340-24 Algonquin completed a cultural resources survey of the Project, which was reviewed 
by a number of State Historic Preservation Officers, including the Massachusetts 

Historical Commission (see section 4.10.2.4 of the EIS).  The FERC consulted with 

federally-recognized Indian tribes to identify concerns and areas of traditional 

religious or cultural significance within the project area (see section 4.10.1.3 of the 

EIS).  

IND340-25 Surficial geology crossed by the Project is discussed in section 4.1.2 and the bedrock 
geology in section 4.1.3 of the EIS.  

  



 IND-539 Individuals 

IND340 – Joanne Tisei (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND340-26 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-540 Individuals 

IND341 – Judy Jose-Roddy 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND341-1 Comment noted.  See also the response to comment FL2-2. 

 

 

IND341-2 See the response to comment FA6-1.  Alternatives considered are described in 
section 3.0 of the EIS.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND341-3 See the response to comment FA6-1.  Section 4.12.1 of the EIS discusses 

federal safety standards for natural gas pipelines and how these standards are 

applied in HCAs.  Section 4.12.3 of the EIS discusses safety-related concerns 

and other specific measures that Algonquin has proposed or that we are 

recommending to further address public safety concerns.   

 

  



 IND-541 Individuals 

IND342 – Ruifeng Li 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND342-1 See the responses to comments FA6-1 and SA4-5. 

 

 

 

IND342-2 Methane is not toxic, but is classified as a simple asphyxiate, possessing a 

slight inhalation hazard.  However, when released into the atmosphere, 
sufficient air mixing would occur to negate this hazard.  See also the 

responses to comments FA4-23, SA4-10, and CO7-3.   

 

IND342-3 Comment noted.  See the response to comment IND340-11. 

IND342-4 See the response to comment LA24-3. 

 

  



 IND-542 Individuals 

IND343 – Linda Denekamp  

 

 

 

 

 

IND343-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

IND343-2 See the response to comment FA6-1.   

 

 

IND343-3 Section 4.9.5.2 and appendix G of the EIS have been updated to include 

additional information on potential traffic-related impacts and measures to be 

implemented to prevent unnecessary delays to the motoring traffic during 
construction of the West Roxbury Lateral.  See also the response to comment 

SA4-5. 

IND343-4 See the response to comment IND342-2. 

IND343-5 Economic impacts associated with the Project, including property values, are 

discussed in section 4.9.8 of the EIS.  See also the response to comment 

LA23-21. 

IND343-6 See the response to comment FA6-5.  Alternatives are discussed in section 

3.0 of the EIS. 

IND343-7 See the responses to comments LA14-2, LA24-3, IND 236-5, A1-2, and A2-
5. 
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